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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the amendment filed on 9/10/2007. 

2. Claim 21 has been cancelled and claims 1-20 and 22-24 are currently pending. 

Response to Amendment 

3. The finality of the rejection of the last Office action, filed on 5/9/2007, is hereby 
withdrawn. 

Claim Objections 

4. The previous objections to claims 1-13, 20, 21, 23 and 24 are hereby withdrawn 
in response to the amendment filed on 9/10/2007. 

5. Claim 22 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

In part (a) of claim 22, the limitation reads, "launching a for managing a plurality". 
There seems to be an object missing after "launching a". 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

6. The previous rejection of claim 20 under section 101 is hereby withdrawn in 
response to the amendment filed on 9/1 0/2007. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

8. Claims 1 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Hanchett (US 6,834,301). 

9. As per claim 1 , Hanchett teaches the following: 

detecting configurations associated with a plurality of instances of an executing 
application, wherein each configuration comprises a plurality of settings, (column 4, 
lines 29-32), i.e. once the network administrator successfully logs in via the 
management console 106, the management console 106 retrieves data from the 
directory server 1 02 via the network 110, (column 3, lines 56-58), i.e. the control store 
database contains control information such as configuration data applicable at the 
various end nodes; 

receiving a setting selection from among the plurality of settings, (column 4, lines 
35-44), i.e. the management console 106 may alternatively or additionally enable the 



Application/Control Number: 10/677,428 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2176 

network administrator to select a node such as an end node and display applications 
under management for the selected node. Examples of applications under 
management by the network management system 100 may include virus scanning 
software and/or any other software product. Additional information regarding a selected 
application under management may also be displayed. Any modifications to the control 
data may be made via the management console 106. The examiner interprets "a 
setting" to be synonymous with Hanchett's teaching of "control data", as Hanchett 
teaches in column 4, lines 45-52, control data may be "properties, tasks, and/or 
configuration of the application ".: 

determining an inheritance state forthe selected setting, (column 4, line 66 - 
column 5, line 16), i.e. the network management system 100 utilizes the network 
directory such as one provided by an NDS or the LDAP directory 104 to provide a 
hierarchical network tree structure for inheriting control data such as control setting . 
Control settings may also be referred to as polices such as configuration values and 
scheduled tasks. In other words, the network directory provides a hierarchical network 
tree structure for inheriting control data down to the individual applications on local client 
devices. Inheritance generally refers to a hierarchy of properties and settings in which 
the setting closer to the object being managed by higher than the object itself in the 
hierarchy have a higher priority than those further away. Thus a task setting set high in 
the directory tree can be replaced bv a closer/lower setting . This hierarch may be 
utilized to implement management by exception on the network in which the 
administrator may set general rules and then set more specific rules on a case-by-case 
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basis. The examiner interprets this teaching of Hanchett to encompass applicant's 
claim in that the system or administrator can determine the inheritance state for a 
setting by determining the "level" in the hierarchical tree of the network; 

displaying a graphical indication of the inheritance state of the selected setting, 
(column 4, lines 29-44), i.e. once the network administrator successfully logs in via the 
management console 106, the management console 106 retrieves data from the 
directory server 102 via the network 110. The management console 106 may display 
various retrieved data in a display . For example, the management console 106 may 
display details of the hierarchical network directory tree . The management console 106 
may alternatively or additionally enable the network administrator to select a node such 
as an end node and display applications under management for the selected node . 
Examples of applications under management by the network management system 100 
may include virus scanning software and/or any other software product. Additional 
information regarding a selected application under management may also be displayed. 
Any modifications to the control data may be made via the management console 103. 
The examiner interprets this teaching of Hanchett to encompass applicant's claim in that 
Hanchett enables an administrator to display an overall hierarchy of the network, select 
a node, and display that nodes settings. Since the overall hierarchy and setting are 
displayed to the administrator and the position of that setting determines the settings 
inheritance state, an inheritance state of the setting is therefore displayed to the 
administrator. 
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1 0. As per claim 20, Hanchett teaches the following: 

a writable storage media bearing the program, (column 6, lines 35-38), i.e. Figs. 
6 and 7 illustrate a schematic and a block diagram, respectively, of an example of a 
general purpose computer system 1000 suitable for executing software programs that 
implement the methods and processes described herein. 

The remaining limitations of claim 20 are identical to those contained within claim 
1 , as described above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

12. Claims 2 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hanchett as applied to claim 1 as described above, in view of Coulthard (US 
2003/0222918). 

13. Regarding claim 2, Hanchett teaches the method of claim 1 as described above. 
However, Hanchett does not explicitly teach the functionality of the graphical indication. 
Coulthard teaches the following: 
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the graphical indication of the inheritance state indicates at least one state 
chosen from the group consisting of: the selected setting is inherited by another setting, 
the selected setting is inheriting from another setting, the selected setting is both 
inheriting from another setting and is being inherited by another setting, and the 
selected setting is not inheriting or being inherited, (abstract), the widget presents a 
local or noninherited state which enables the widget to have an entry field with editing 
capability; alternatively, the widget offers an inherit state having a read-only entry field 
that displays a present input string. The examiner interprets this teaching of Coulthard 
to encompass applicant's claim in that Coulthard's widget displays to the user whether a 
value is inherited or is not inherited and is user defined. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the network administration interface of Hanchett 
with the toggleable widget of Coulthard. One of ordinary skill would have been 
motivated to have made such modifications because Coulthard describes their widget 
for toggling between an inherited value or a non inherited value (see abstract) and 
Hanchett's method of configuring and monitoring a network involves selectively 
inheriting settings through the hierarchical tree of a network (see abstract). Further 
motivation for such a modification may be found in Hanchett's teaching in column 5, 
lines 13-26, where Hanchett describes a method of allowing an administrator to change 
settings on a case bv case basis such as allowing a setting to maintain an inherited 
value or setting a new value, thus overriding the inherited value . One of ordinary skill 
would have found benefit in modifying this process of Hanchett with the toggle of 
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Coulthard in that Coulthard's widget allows a user to either maintain the inherited state 
or enter a user specified value, thus overriding the inherited state . 

14. Regarding claim 9,Hanchett teaches the method of claim 1 as described above. 
However, Hanchett does not explicitly teach displaying a current value of a selected 
setting. Coulthard teaches the following: 

displaying a current value for the selected setting. As Coulthard shows in Fig. 1 a 
and 1b, a current value is displayed in the entry field 126 part of the widget. 

15. Claims 3-8, 11-13, 23, and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hanchett as applied to claim 1 as described above, in view of Minard 
(6,247,020). 

16. Regarding claim 3, Hanchett teaches the method of claim 1 as described above. 
However, Hanchett does not explicitly teach the functionality of the graphical indication. 
Minard teaches the following: 

the graphical indication of the inheritance state indicates at least one state 
chosen from the group (figure 8A - 809; column 1 3, lines 51 -53) consisting of: the 
selected setting can inherit or be inherited (column 12, lines 43-47 which describes that 
the user can see and determine which settings are to be inherited). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the network administration interface with the 
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graphical indication of inheritance states of Minard. One skilled in the art would have 
been motivated to have made such modifications because as Hanchett describes a 
method to configure, manage, and monitor a computer network, Hanchett does not 
explicitly define the actual interface of their system other than in column 4, lines 29-44, 
where Hanchett gives an example of a possible display method being displaying details 
of the hierarchical network directory tree , where an administrator may select specific 
nodes and change the settings of those nodes. Minard teaches such a hierarchical 
directory tree mode in column 12, lines 27-48. Thus, one skilled in the art would have 
found it to be obvious to have used the hierarchical tree method of Minard with the 
display of Hanchett. The examiner finds the reference of Minard to be proper in this 
case as Hanchett, which addresses a similar problem as the instant application, directly 
references a "hierarchical network directory tree". As Minard describes a similar 
"hierarchical directory tree", one skilled in the art would have found it obvious that the 
same functionality of Minard may have been applied to other hierarchically structured 
data, such as network topology, thus, Hanchett and Minard are analogous art in the field 
of displaying hierarchically structured data in a hierarchical tree . 

17. Regarding claim 4, Hanchett teaches the method of claim 1 as described above. 
However, Hanchett does not explicitly teach the functionality of the graphical indication. 
Minard teaches the following: 

displaying a graphical indication of the inheritance relationship between the 
selected setting (figure 8A - 809; column 1 3, lines 51-53) and at least one related 
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setting (column 12, lines 43-47 which describes that the user can see and determine 
which settings are to be inherited and how their relationships are formed). 

18. Regarding claim 5, Hanchett teaches the method of claim 1 as described above. 
However, Hanchett does not explicitly teach the functionality of the possible setting 
options. Minard teaches the following: 

at least one related setting comprises a setting that is not currently in an 
inheritance relationship with the selected setting (column 12, lines 43-47 which 
describes that the user can see and determine which settings are to be inherited and 
how their relationships are formed and selected). 

19. Regarding claim. 6, modified Hanchett teaches the method of claim 4 as 
described above. However, Hanchett does not explicitly teach the functionality of the 
graphical indication. Minard teaches the following: 

the graphical indication of the inheritance relationship (figure 8A - 809; column 
13, lines 51-53) comprises an inheritance indicator (column 12, lines 39-49 which 
describes that the user is shown an indicator which displays their selection and the its 
inheritance relationships). 

20. Regarding claims 7 and 1 1 , modified Hanchett teaches the method of claims 1 
and 4 as described above. However, Hanchett does not explicitly teach changing an 
inheritance relationship. Minard teaches the following: 
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receiving a change inheritance relationship command (column 4, lines 28-32 
which describes that the inheritance relationship can be applied via command-line or 
GUI) and changing the inheritance relationship for the selected setting (column 12, lines 
43-47 which describes that the user can see and determine which settings are to be 
inherited and how their relationships are formed, selected, and changed). 

21 . Regarding claims 8 and 12, modified Hanchett teaches the method of claims 7 
and 1 1 as described above. However, Hanchett does not explicitly teach changing an 
inheritance relationship. Minard further teaches the following: 

determining whether changing the inheritance relationship for the selected setting 
will affect other settings (column 12, lines 43-49 which describes that the user can see 
and determine which relationships are formed and how these settings are inherited). 

22. Regarding claim 13, modified Hanchett teaches the method of claim 12 as 
described above. Minard further teaches the following: 

updating the other settings (column 12, lines 47-49 which describes that user can 
update or select among different settings). 

23. Regarding claim 23 and 24, modified Hanchett teaches the methods of claims 8 
and 1 3 as described above. Hanchett further teaches the following: 

detecting the configurations comprises reading configuration files, (column 4, 
lines 29-32), i.e. once the network administrator successfully logs in via the 
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management console 106, the management console 106 retrieves data from the 
directory server 102 via the network 110, (column 3, lines 56-58), i.e. the control store 
database contains control information such as configuration data applicable at the 
various end nodes; 

and further comprising updating the configuration files, (column 4, lines 45-52), 
i.e. the agent 108 at each end node 104 may collect information regarding the 
applications under management and transmit the information to the directory server 102 
via network 1 10 for storage such as in the control store database or a log. Control 
information utilized to control the properties, tasks, and/or configuration of the 
application. 

24. Claims 14-17, 19 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hanchett in view of Coulthard, and further in view of Minard. 

25. As per claim 14, Hanchett teaches the following: 

data representing a plurality of executing instances of the application, (column 4, 
lines 29-32), i.e. once the network administrator successfully logs in via the 
management console 106, the management console 106 retrieves data from the 
directory server 102 via the network 110, (column 3, lines 56-58), i.e. the control store 
database contains control information such as configuration data applicable at the 
various end nodes; 
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However, Hanchett does not explicitly teach a method of displaying a widget with 
the setting of an application. Coulthard teaches the following: 

a control widget associated with a selected setting for one instance of the 
application, the control widget comprising an inheritance state indicator and a current 
value indicator, (abstract), i.e. a composite interface widget for toggleable entry fields 
that minimizes real estate and allows the entry field to toggle between a special kind of 
input that is either a predefined value or a value specified by the user. The widget 
presents a local or noninherited state which enables the widget to have an entry field 
with editing capability, alternatively, the widget offers an inherit state having a read-only 
entry field that displays a present input string. The examiner would like to further note 
that as Coulthard shows in Figs. 1a and 1b, the widget 122 is composted of an 
inheritance state indicator 124 and a current value indicator 126; 

However neither Hanchett nor Coulthard teach of a relationship indicator. Minard 
teaches the following: 

an inheritance relationship indicator that indicates the inheritance relationship 
between the selected setting (figure 8A - 809; column 13, lines 51-53) and at least one 
other setting. As Minard teaches in column 12, lines 43^17, the user can see and 
determine which settings are to be inherited and how their relationships are formed. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have further modified the network administration interface with 
the graphical indication of inheritance states of Minard. One skilled in the art would 
have been motivated to have made such further modifications because as Hanchett 
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describes a method to configure, manage, and monitor a computer network, Hanchett 
does not explicitly define the actual interface of their system other than in column 4, 
lines 29-44, where Hanchett gives an example of a possible display method being 
displaying details of the hierarchical network directory tree , where an administrator may 
select specific nodes and change the settings of those nodes. Minard teaches such a 
hierarchical directory tree mode in column 12, lines 27-48. Thus, one skilled in the art 
would have found it to be obvious to have used the hierarchical tree method of Minard 
with the display of Hanchett. The examiner finds the reference of Minard to be proper in 
this case as Hanchett, which addresses a similar problem as the instant application, 
directly references a "hierarchical network directory tree". As Minard describes a similar 
"hierarchical directory tree", one skilled in the art would have found it obvious that the 
same functionality of Minard may have been applied to other hierarchically structured 
data, such as network topology, thus, Hanchett and Minard are analogous art in the field 
of displaying hierarchically structured data in a hierarchical tree . 

26. Regarding claim 1 5, modified Hanchett teaches the method of claim 14 as 
described above. Minard further teaches the following: 

a property widget (column 12, lines 39-40) associated with at least one other 
setting (column 12, lines 43-47 which describes that the user can determine, which 
settings are to be inherited). 
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27. Regarding claim 16, modified Hanchett teaches the method of claim 14 as 
described above. Minard further teaches the following: 

the inheritance relationship indicator (column 12, lines 39-49 which describes 
that the user is shown an indicator which displays their selection and the its inheritance 
relationships) comprises a graphical connector connecting the control widget to the 
property widget (column 12, lines 39-40). 

28. Regarding claim 17, modified Hanchett teaches the method of claim 16 as 
described above. Minard further teaches the following: 

the relative positions of the control widget and the property widget (column 12, 
lines 39-40) indicate an inheritance relationship between the selected setting and at 
least one other setting (column 12, lines 43-47 which describes that the user can see 
and determine which settings are to be inherited and how their relationships are 
formed). 

29. Regarding claim 19, modified Hanchett teaches the method of claim 14 as 
described above. Coulthard further teaches the following: 

the control widget displays the current value using a control type used by an 
operating system to display the selected setting, (pg. 3, paragraph [0024]), i.e. when the 
arrow button 124 is clicked by the user, it toggles to local mode and points to the right 
as shown in Fig. 1b. The entry field 126 then becomes enables and the user can enter 
a value that is specific to this field. 
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30. As per claim 22, Hanchett teaches the following: 

data representing a plurality of executing instances of the application, (column 4, 
lines 29-32), i.e. once the network administrator successfully logs in via the 
management console 106, the management console 106 retrieves data from the 
directory server 1 02 v ia the network 110, (column 3, lines 56-58), i.e. the control store 
database contains control information such as configuration data applicable at the 
various end nodes; 

However, Hanchett does not explicitly teach a method of displaying a widget with 
the setting of an application. Coulthard teaches the following: 

a control widget associated with a selected setting for one instance of the 
application, the control widget comprising an inheritance state indicator and a current 
value indicator, (abstract), i.e. a composite interface widget for toggleable entry fields 
that minimizes real estate and allows the entry field to toggle between a special kind of 
input that is either a predefined value or a value specified by the user. The widget 
presents a local or noninherited state which enables the widget to have an entry field 
with editing capability, alternatively, the widget offers an inherit state having a read-only 
entry field that displays a present input string. The examiner would like to further note 
that as Coulthard shows in Figs. 1a and 1b, the widget 122 is composted of an 
inheritance state indicator 124 and a current value indicator 126; 
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selecting the control widget associated with a desired setting for at least one of 
the plurality of instances of the application. As Coulthard teaches in paragraph [0024], 
the inheritance toggle 124 may be clicked and toggled by a user : 

modifying the current value for the desired setting, (pg. 3, paragraph [0024]), i.e. 
when the arrow button 124 is clicked by the user, it toggles to local mode and points to 
the right as shown in Fig. 1b. The entry field 126 then becomes enabled and the user 
can enter a value that is specific to this field , which in the example of Figs. 1a and 1b, is 
a connection definition or user id; 

modifying the inheritance state for the desired setting, (abstract), i.e. The widget 
presents a local or noninhehted state which enables the widget to have an entry field 
with editing capability, alternatively , the widget offers an inherit state having a read-only 
entry field that displays a present input string. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the network administration interface of Hanchett 
with the toggleable widget of Coulthard. One of ordinary skill would have been 
motivated to have made such modifications because Coulthard describes their widget 
for toggling between an inherited value or a non inherited value (see abstract) and 
Hanchett's method of configuring and monitoring a network involves selectively 
inheriting settings through the hierarchical tree of a network (see abstract). Further 
motivation for such a modification may be found in Hanchett's teaching in column 5, 
lines 13-26, where Hanchett describes a method of allowing an administrator to change 
settings on a case by case basis such as allowing a setting to maintain an inherited 



Application/Control Number: 10/677,428 Page 18 

Art Unit: 2176 

value or setting a new value, thus overriding the inherited value . One of ordinary skill 
would have found benefit in modifying this process of Hanchett with the toggle of 
Coulthard in that Coulthard's widget allows a user to either maintain the inherited state 
or enter a user specified value, thus overriding the inherited state . 

However neither Hanchett nor Coulthard teach of a relationship indicator. Minard 
teaches the following: 

an inheritance relationship indicator that indicates the inheritance relationship 
between the selected setting (figure 8A - 809; column 13, lines 51-53) and at least one 
other setting. As Minard teaches in column 12, lines 43-47, the user can see and 
determine which settings are to be inherited and how their relationships are formed. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have further modified the network administration interface with 
the graphical indication of inheritance states of Minard. One skilled in the art would 
have been motivated to have made such further modifications because as Hanchett 
describes a method to configure, manage, and monitor a computer network, Hanchett 
does not explicitly define the actual interface of their system other than in column 4, 
lines 29-44, where Hanchett gives an example of a possible display method being 
displaying details of the hierarchical network directory tree , where an administrator may 
select specific nodes and change the settings of those nodes. Minard teaches such a 
hierarchical directory tree mode in column 12, lines 27-48. Thus, one skilled in the art 
would have found it to be obvious to have used the hierarchical tree method of Minard 
with the display of Hanchett. The examiner finds the reference of Minard to be proper in 
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this case as Hanchett, which addresses a similar problem as the instant application, 
directly references a "hierarchical network directory tree". As Minard describes a similar 
"hierarchical directory tree", one skilled in the art would have found it obvious that the 
same functionality of Minard may have been applied to other hierarchically structured 
data, such as network topology, thus, Hanchett and Minard are analogous art in the field 
of displaying hierarchically structured data in a hierarchical tree . 

Response to Arguments 

31. Applicant's arguments, see Remarks on pg. 9-13, filed 9/10/2007, with respect to 
the rejection(s) of claim(s) 1-24 under 35 U.S.C. 103 have been fully considered and 
are persuasive. Therefore, the rejections have been withdrawn. However, upon further 
consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Hachett, Coulthard and 
Minard. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

32. Claims 10 and 18 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

33. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 
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-Montague et al. (US 5,761 ,669), controlling access to objects on multiple 
operating systems. 

-Hanfland (US 6,718,386), methods, system, and article for displaying privilege 
state data. 

Honishi et al. (US 6,792,61 1), server system determining server application 
corresponding to processing request based on information held in server. 
* Melchione et al. (US 2002/0091 819), system and method for configuring 
computer applications and devices using inheritance. 

34. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gregory A. DiStefano whose telephone number is 
(571 )270-1644. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30am-5:00pm Mon.- 
Thurs.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Doug Hutton can be reached on (571 )272-41 37. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

GAD 

10/4/2007 

/(Doug JfuttonJ 
Supervisory Primary Examiner 
Technology Center 21 00 



